• lereml against * n.««i Iitvm blatant violence and rnmmsnd la the moat 

•rr»iH Its HMla In i aka whan soe* paraon or nation la making an attempt 
at •!•<*» i nat I mm. taka an Invading army* for inatanca. Thar a la oftan 
III I la i»aait fur aoldlara with weapons to utilize subtle domination 
la* I lea. They can simply aay 'submit or die* and any unarmed or 
iin*M jan I imi victims ha vs little choice but to submit. 

The situation gats much more complicated and probably many tlama 
mne affective whan subtle* hidden domination tactics are ut lilted, 
within s nation such as the United States# the only group that has the 
fight to exercise direct domination tactics backed by the threat of 
violence is the government. But even the government does not have 
absolute rights in this regard# and often suit hide Its true base of 
power under ideology and the support of tha people. Citizens within 
this nation do not have the right to use violence to beck up their 
attempts at domination* and as such would-be dominators have been 
forced to adapt to tha situation by developing more subtle approaches. 

Ml change begins with the Individual* and It la only after an 
Individual has initiated e change that change can spread to society as 
whole. Thus it la vitally important to completely understand the 
w»*i kings of domination at a micro- level* at the level of person to 

contact. For no groipa will «*v**r m* 4<I this book* It is only 

Ittllvlduals who will lond this l**N»k. In micJmi luf these Individuals to 
mek«* any real 1*1 It' Hwtt*|»wt In **«**lnt y • hey mint tlint learn to operate 
well within llir* 1 1 iUy l<« »Uy *"*’1*1 iimt si't •« an It only through these 
t h*l t • an I** •‘ft«*ln*l In iMM'twty as a whole. 

In l l*e * 1 * y to day life of an individual control flalda are 
evwtywiiete. one need only enter into any social situation - be it the 
grocery store* gea station* mall* or classroom - to become subject to 
the effects of control fields. Though it is true that In order to make 
a desired change e person anjst taka the correct actions in the correct 
situation* at the correct time* and in the correct place! the world at 
large ia a perfect aiodel of any social situation that may become the 

decisive situation. In other words* though moat of the social contacts 
a person may make in the world at large ere meaningless in the grand 
srhmw of things* they tend to be exactly like the social moves a 
|M*i*«ai will milt* wh**n ll mil I y rtitml *• Society and people ere in many 
way* on I f m* Imt Ha* iMifml 9lm** an«l | mii*v Imp selected to make 

an mIImI man*. 

Tim leal |**.w**i *«l «*»nln»l Hold oalsln wltliln • ha mind, tf a 
human wishes to rwstat a «*tnl to! Hold* I lm mind mu*i l« trained until 
It is stronger then the contiol ll«l«l nut mail, ll a mind la not 
stronger than a control field* It will Lm iimi ml Iml. 

Impossibility Walls 

Since the conscious# thinking port loh of an averagw modern human 
mind 1* little more than the product of a socioculturally programmed 
mcmwtflr framework* the average human is only capable of thinking within 
certain |*m-|irng rammed boundaries, ha thought leads to action* the 
average human cannot act in a manner not allowed by sociocultural 
programming (until such a time as the programming loses its hold over 
the mind). Therefore* to a programmed human* certain actions within 
sociocultural systems are for all practical purposes impoasibl e. The 
boundaries which demarcate possible action from impossible ectlon are 
impossibility walla. An impossibility wall la a mrtaphysical concept 
representing action which ia Impossibls to take beceuse e mind will not 
allow the particular action to be teken. 

Impossibility wells are concurrently Impregnable bastions and 
illusionary barriars which can easily be stepped through* depending 
entirely upon how an individual parcel vex the wall. As long as s mind 
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la programmed to regard a particular Impossibility wall ** an 
Impassable barrier* the wall will remain an impassable berrl«»r tun 
•then an impossibility wall la seen for what it ia -- an entirely mrntal 
and illuslonary memetic construct which serves to define the bound** y 
between possible and Impossible action — it can be bypassed with 
relative ease. Programmed men end women who observe another individual 
bypassing an ispossibll ity wall will consider the bypassing of tht* 
impossibility wall ad raculoua* because for ell intents and purposes 
they have witnessed the occurrence of the Impossible, This is the true 
den nit Ion of the term atfrscls. 

How else could it be that s tiny but consistent percentage of 
• evmvy human population manages to exhibit miraculous movements within 
stM’lal structures? Carpenters become movie stars* farmers become kings. 
The average programmed man bell eve a (because his programming stakes him 
l*e! leva) that such social maneuvers are 'one in a million** or tha 
result of blind luck. When in reality* any hustan able to see and 
manipulate the Hoot Social Matrix ia theoretically able to move from 
eriy one position in the ASM to any other position • The only thing 
keeping any human from moving at will within the Hoot Social Matrix is 
• proper understanding of the workings of the Hoot Social Matrix. 
Sociocultural programming inhibits human from seeing* studying* and 
manipulating tha HSM. If a human learns to see* comprehend* and 
manipulate tha Hoot Social Matrix* he becoams capable of taking any 

necessary action within the ASM* within the bounds of the perticulai 
er«**«f»t able srt tmi matrix he creates for hlsiaelf# to a»ve into any 
ff«M*l*M , iil t in a I |»»alt I*hi# mi at alum. 

Am k* uelaitaa immaikliitj I fn» fnf f ur*n« «*f Kir» !•*•*! fyy««* 

In a • llal|»* •*'*«»* t«lWfff t YpMM i' an If* iii*Mia*l a* ll*»* 

•l*mliM»itt w m m* I*’ ml mw dill me within • |*eitl»wlai t utel mat • la 

Any l*taa »♦• lma*j» •«iii»nl|y t-.|'«»lai with the man*** • an l*e |*a ••§*•« I y 
lal*«1t«d an !«A*al fyym. T1w»ief«*t** mealy ld**a» # Images* and e l l»e* whl* h 
fall within tie* mr*m**l l» a I ly d**fltw*d I #*•«»» ntai ten « ••ns***aln*| a pat t leuist 
Ideal typo aro poanlble for thuac* duminati*d by I Im* thought contagion 
which creataa the particular ideal type. 

rot example* a basketball fan dominated by the Kobe Bryant Ideal 
type thought contagion would not consider any man a first rate 
basketball player who does not conform to the Kobe Bryant image; that 
is* no basketball player can be exceptionally talented who doea not 
look* act# and play like Robe Bryant. Another player in the MBA could* 
in purely objective terms* be a better player than Kobe Bryant* but 
anyone dominated by the Kobe Bryant ideal type image would be unable to 
see the talent inherent in the player who does nor conform Me* x**#** 
Bryant ideal type image. The same situation relate* !«• any i-.nli l*»i»# 
image# Idea# or type of action wltliln a |atl hnUi •».**•!«* ui t ursi 
matrix. Ideal type manaqom, hooka# astvlen* n««M*|n* Ideologies* and 
acceptable ways of acting are |*t **mil«*td In any nodal structure of any 
size. Most will be unable to neo He* |»d outlet of a competing memetic 
structure until that memetic nt tied wte bocomes the new Ideal type, by 
replacing the old Ideal type. 

As ideal types are mm i structures# by nature they create 
impossibility walla in the mlntbt of thoee who are infected by the 
particular ideal type thought contagion. That la* as memetic structures 
are amntal constructs which bind onto tha frameworks which constitute 
the thinking* conscious mind* by their nature meme tic structures nerve 
to define possible boundaries of thought* within certain boundaries 
corresponding with tha elements of the particular memetre structure. 
Every thought contagion which Infects a mind alters possible thought, 
and therefore possible action. 
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